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FOREWORD 

In  the  absence  of  almost  all  written  or  oral  personal 
recollections  of  Samuel  Fisher,  it  has  been  difficult  to  com- 
pile anything  more  than  the  briefest  sketch  of  his  life  and 
work ; but  short  and  imperfect  as  is  this  monograph,  the 
hope  ma}"  be  expressed  that  it  will  serve  in  some  small  meas- 
ure to  preserve  the  memory  of  one  who  tried  to  fulfill  his  duty 
as  he  saw  it,  and  who  in  an  age  of  religious  intolerance, 
infidelity  and  indifference,  was  conspicuous  for  fidelity  to  his 
Creator,  his  conscience  and  his  convictions. 
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Rev.  Samuel  Fisher,  portrait Facing  title  page 
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Liverpool 


SAMUEL  FISHER 

MINISTER 


Samuel  Fisher,  1742-1803,  Baptist  Minister  at  Norwich 
and  Wisbech.  It  would  appear  his  father  also  named  Samuel, 
was  a member  of  a family  who  came  to  Liverpool  from  the 
north-midland  counties,  sometime  early  in  the  i8th  century. 

At  this  period,  to  Liverpool,  whose  population  is  com- 
puted to  have  been  less  than  five  thousand  souls,  but  just 
then  growing  to  be  an  important  seaport,  came  as  the 
records  show,  representatives  of  the  families  of  Heywood, 
Slater  and  Milnes,  (from  the  latter  is  derived  the  late  well- 
known  Richard  Monckton- Milnes,  Lord  Houghton),*  all 
yeomen  and  traders  of  the  Counties  of  Derby,  Nottingham 
and  southern  York,  where  they  had  long  been  settled.  With 
them  also,  at  the  same  time,  came  the  Fishers,  a yeoman 
family  from  the  borders  of  Derby  and  Notts,  near  Mansfield, 
and  in  this  City  these  names  have  since  become  so  thorough]}" 
identified  with  its  commerce  and  wealth,  that  their  origin 


Grandson  of  Richard  Slater  Milnes. 
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has  well-nigh  been  forgotten.  The  Iley woods  numbered 
among  their  tribe  some  Non -Conformist  preachers,  and  the 
Millies  married  with  Non -Conformists  and  preachers,  besides 
many  other  links  by  which  these  families  became  allied, 
not  only  by  marriage  but  bj'  commercial  and  business  con- 
nections. *1. 

Samuel  Fisher,  Junr.,  the  elder  of  two  sons,  was  born 
1742,  his  brother  John  in  1745. 

There  ^Yere  numerous  persons  of  the  name  of  Fisher  in 
Liverpool  prior  to  1766,  but  among  them  may  be  easily 
traced  two  families  who  were  settled  in  business  and  became 
permanently  located  there.  These  were  the  descendants  of 
Roger  F'isher,  shipwright  or  shipbuilder,  who  prospered  and 
became  prominent  socially,  and  the  family  of  Fisher  repre- 
sented by  the  subject  of  this  sketch,  and  his  brother  John,  a 
goldsmith  and  jeweller,  doing  business  in  Castle  Street,  then 
as  now,  the  most  fashionable  shopping  district  in  the  town, 
\\  ho  died  in  1807,  and  was  buried  in  the  old  Fabius  Baptist 
burying-ground,  Everton,  where  his  tombstone  still  exists, 
and  whose  descendants  continue  to  the  jjresent  time. 

It  appears  these  families  were  nearly  related  ; *2  their  cor- 
respondence exhibiting  a common  interest  in  mutual  relatives 
and  friends,  they  were  both  connected  with  the  Baptist 
denomination,  and  particularly,  (it  would  appear)  with  the 

*i  ALso  largely  in  West  India  sugar  plantations,  in  which  these 
families  were  interested,  realizing  large  fortunes  before  the  end  of 
the  century.  To  the  above  families  should  be  added  the  names  of 
Mafiey,  Bolton  and  Cropper,  all  proprietors  of  large  W.  I.  planta- 
tions. Vide  “Shephard’s  St.  Vincent  " appx.,  pp.  ij,  ^o,  52-  Col. 

Peter  Haffey  of  Liverpool,  and  St.  Vincent,  W.  I.,  (uncle  to  Peter 
Haffey  Scott,  Esq.,  who  married  the  daughter  of  John  Fisher,  above 
named)  dying  a bachelor,  left  all  his  fortune  to  the  Slaters  of  Liver- 
pool, through  personal  resentment,  thus  augmenting  an  already 
swollen  estate. 

*2  I believe  Roger  Fisher,  first  mentioned,  was  his  (Samuel  Fisher, 
Junior’s)  Uncle. 

— Robert  Dawharn,  Esq.,  Wisbech,  21st  May,  igu. 
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Clmrch  presided  over  by  Mr.  Jolm  Johnson,  who  held  sonic 
peculiar  views  which  resulted  in  a separation  from  the  regidar 
Baptists,  and  whose  followers  became  known  as  Johnsonians, 
or  Johnsonian  Baptists. 

Having  commenced  to  preach  at  a very  youthful  age,  Mr. 
Johnson  after  some  peripatetic  labors,  and  who  may  possibly 
have  preached  at  Great  Warford,  (a  very  quaint  old  village, 
saifl  to  contain  the  oldest  Bajjtist  meeting-house  in  continu- 
ous use),  was  called  from  Hill  Cliffe  in  1741  to  be  the  Minister 
of  the  Byrom  Street  Baptist  Chapel,  Liverpool,  but  in  conse- 
quence of  the  differences  which  arose  concerning  his  “views,” 
a separation  took  place  in  i74^-  His  followers  erected 
another  Chapel  for  him  in  1750,  in  Stanley  Street,  where  he 
preached  until  his  death. 

With  both  these  Fisher  families,  Johnson  maintained 
intimate  relations  during  life,  as  exhibited  in  his  correspond- 
ence, not  only  as  Minister  but  as  friend. 

Of  the  early  years  of  Samuel  Fisher  in  Liverpool,  there 
is  nothing  extant;  where  he  was  educated,  and  what  the 
influences  which  determined  his  career,  are  alike  involved  in 
doubt,  but  in  view  of  the  family  intimacy,  and  their  sid)sc- 
quent  ministerial  friendship,  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  conject- 
ure that  Samuel  was  induced  by  this  association  to  become  a 
Baptist  preacher,  and  incidentally  a follower  of  Johnson.  The 
parallel  between  the  elder  and  younger  man  is  exhibited  in 
the  fact  that  Johnson  who  was  a self-made  man  was  a 
preacher  at  20  years  of  age,  and  it  would  appear  that  Fisher 
was  evidently  attempting  the  same  role  when  he  came  from 
the  Church  at  Nottingham,  with  which  he  was  then  con- 
nected, to  preach  to  the  congregation  meeting  in  St.  Marj^’s 
Baptist  Chapel,  Norwich,  in  1762.  This  Church  was  so  called 
from  their  building  being  situated  in  St.  Mary’s  Parish,  Co.s- 
lany  Ward.  It  is  described  as  being  “Opposite  the  South 
side  of  the  Church  of  St.  Mary.”  The  building  was  greatly 
enlarged  in  I7^4.  which  sufficed  until  1811,  when  a new 
structure  was  erected. 
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Notwithstaiulinji  his  youth,  for  he  was  at  this  time  onlv 
in  liis  twenty-first  year,  the  eon<j;re* *Tation  seem  to  have  been 
impressed  witli  the  young  man,  and  verv  shortly  thereafter 
gave  him  a Call. 

From  the  Chureh  Book,  we  extract  the  following  entr}- : 
St.  Mary's  Church  Book. 

“At  a Chureh  Meeting  held  July  ye  29th  1762,  the  Chureh 
invited  Mr.  Fisher  to  preaeh  amongst  us  in  a eonstant  wax- 
tor  one  year,  and  j)roposed  to  raise  him  Forty  Pounds  for  the 
year  to  render  his  life  as  eomfortable  as  they  eould.  Ilis 
answer  was  in  the  affirmative,  that  he  was  satisfied,”  * ete. 
Soon  afterwards  he  was  officially  received  as  a member 
according  to  the  record. 

Sept.  JO,  1762. 

“This  day  also  our  beloved  Brother  and  faithful  Minister, 
Mr.  S.  Fisher  reed,  as  a Member  amongst  us,  he  first  having 
])rod'  dismission  from  ye  Chureh  of  Christ  at  Nottingham.” 

For  twelve  years  he  served  these  people  a])parcntlv  as  an 
acceptable  pastor,  during  which  three  of  his  sermons  were 
published. 

In  the  meantime,  Fisher  had  commenced  a correspondence 
with  his  friend  Johnson,  which  lasted  through  the  life  of  the 
latter.  Its  result  was  seen  in  the  influence  upon  the  younger 

*Dr.  Philip  Doddridge,  the  celebrated  theologian  and  author  of 
many  well  known  hymns  still  in  use,  received  his  first  call  to  preach 
in  1723,  while  in  his  2isl  year,  at  a salary  of  £35,  which  he  accepted. 

*The  records  of  the  Friar  Lane  Bajjtist  Church,  Nottingham,  show 
that  “in  1776  and  for  several  3'ears  subsequently”  the  Rev.  Richard 
Ibrpper,  who  became  their  Minister  in  17^9,  received  a salary  from 
the  Church  averaging  £1.  o.  o.  per  week,  and  “after  34  3'ears  of 
successful  and  faithful  labour,”  during  which  249  members  joined  the 
Church,  and  at  whose  resignation  in  1803,  there  were  136  more  living 
members  than  when  he  commenced  his  ministry  ; his  income  from  the 
Church  had  only  increased  to  .£69.  15s.  6(i. 

— History  of  Friar  Lane  Baptist  Church,  Nottingham, 
London:  Simpkin,  Marshall  & Co.,  190J. 
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man  of  much  of  the  peculiar  views  of  his  correspondent, 
though  modified  in  some  degree  be"  the  undoubted  indepen- 
dence of  thouglit  and  individuality  of  Fisher,  but  it  brought 
him  much  of  the  troid)le,  almost  amounting  to  persecution, 
which  fell  to  his  lot  in  life,  atid  therefore,  cannot  be  passed 
over  in  any  adequate  sketch  of  his  career. 

It  would  appear  that  the  Johnsonian  views  were  certainly 
making  their  ajipearanee  in  his  preaching,  as  the  subject  of 
the  first  pjunphlet  which  bears  his  name  in  1766,  is  entitled 
“The  Doctrine  of  the  Spirit’s  Indwelling.’’  It  will  be  seen  on 
reference  to  the  Note  at  end  of  this  Sketch,  that  “On  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  Johnson’s  followers  seem  to  have 
embraced  the  ‘ Indwelling  Scheme’,’’ etc.  {Gardner's  "Faiths 
ot'tlie  World").  But  the  following  extract  from  this  Sermon 
does  not  indicate  anything  very  radical  or  heterodox  in  his 
view  of  the  sidject. 

“ How  blind  are  such  to  themselves  and  the  Word  of  God, 
who  imagine  they  can  by  their  own  industry  attain  to  a suffi- 
cient degree  of  holiness  to  capacitate  them  for  the  immediate 
enjoyment  of  God,  and  therefore  despise  every  notion  of 
sanctifying  Grace.  It  is  not  a matter  of  mere  speetdation,  but 
an  essential  doctrine  of  Christianity,  a ])oint  of  the  utmost 
importance.  If  we  have  not  the  Spirit  of  Christ,  we  are  none 
of  his,  if  we  have  not  the  S])irit  of  God,  we  can  neither  serve 
Him  acceptably  here,  nor  eiijov  him  hereafter.” 

“ If  the  Spirit  of  Christ  be  in  you,  the  body  is  dead  beeaxise 
of  sin ; if  this  be  your  haj)py  case,  ye  have  been  washed, 
justified,  sanctified  in  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus  and  the 
Spirit  of  our  God.  By  committing  sin  you  will  grieve  the 
Spirit  of  God  and  rob  your  soids  of  much  comfort.” 

The  following  year  “by  recpiest  of  many,”  Fisher  pub- 
lished a Sermon  in  which  he  drew  a faithfid,  if  not  flattering 
picture  of  the  times  in  which  he  lived ; which  read  today 
leads  to  the  melancholy  reflection  that  humanity  is  about 
the  same  in  every  age  and  the  voices  of  the  prophets  of 
each  succeeding  e])Och  are  but  an  echo  of  those  which  have 
gone  before. 
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The 

True  State  of  the 
British  Nation 
or  the 

danger  and  duty  of  a sinful  people 
being  the  substance  of  a 
Sermon 

preached  at  the  Lord’s  Day  evening  lecture 
in  St.  Mary’s,  Norwich,  August  gth,  1767 
By 

Sanmel  Fisher 

published  at  the  request  of  many 
cry  aloud,  etc.  Isaiah,  Ch.  58,  v.  i. 
Norwich 

printed  by  Richard  Beatniffe, 
in  the  Cockey-Lane,  1767 


“The  consideration  of  the  increasing  evils  of  the  day  has 
latch'  made  deep  impression  on  my  mind,  and  I cannot  but 
think,  we  have  reason  to  be  dreadfully  apprehensive,  that  the 
Most  High  God,  whose  laws  we  are  constantly  violating,  and 
on  whose  authority  we  are  pouring  the  greatest  contempt  in 
oxir  daily  practice,  will  ere  long  visit  us  in  wrath,  and  rebuke 
us  in  his  hottest  displeasure.’’ 

Then  following  an  exordium  to  thankfulness  for  numerous 
blessings  received,  and  “first  having  stated  the  peculiar 
favours  the  inhabitants  of  Great  Britain  have  enjoyed  in  the 
past,  and  now  enjoy  under  the  Government  of  the  best  of 
Kings,’’  (Geo.  HI),  he  proceeds  to  enumerate  the  evils  that 
call  for  rebuke  and  reformation. 
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“Luxury  and  Vice  among  the  great  and  opident,  Imi- 
tated by  the  tradesmen  and  communieated  to  the  meanest 
mechanics. 

Carnal  and  hurtful  pleasures  and  intemperance ; profane- 
ness, immorality,  Sabl)ath  breaking. 

Deism,  Infidelity';  damnal)le  errors  denying  the  Christian 
faith. 

Little  concern  to  support  the  Ministry. 

Neglect  of  God’s  Word,  even  among  professors. 

Contentions  and  animosities,’’  concluding  with  an 

“Exhortation  to  forsake  our  sins  and  put  away  the  evil 
of  our  doings.’’ 


In  1770,  Mr.  Fisher  preached  a funeral  sermon  upon  the 
death  of  the  wife  of  an  influential  member  of  his  flock,  Mr. 
Joseph  Wilkin,  of  Norwich,  which  was  printed  the  succeeding 
year.  This  was  taken  down  verbatim  in  shorthand  by  Joseph 
Gurney,  (1744-1815),  the  celebrated  shorthand  writer,  and 
published  by  him,*  which  goes  to  show  that  already  Fisher’s 
public  utterances  were  considered  attractive  and  if  printed, 
would  sell  readily. 

Soon  afterwards  Mr.  Fisher  was  anonymously  attacked 
for  his  doctrinal  views,  by  one  styling  himself  Timothy  Harm- 
less, who  added  some  very  bitter  personal  remarks  to  his 
strictures,  from  which  we  quote:  “Though  we  shall  not  like 

that  thou  shoiddst  threaten  to  leave  us  every  now  and  then. 


*“By  publishing  their  reports  of  State  trials  and  other  causes 
celebres  in  the  latter  part  of  the  last  century,  Thomas  and  Joseph 
Gurney  helped  to  give  shorthand  its  existing  importance  as  a trust- 
worthy means  of  recording  public  proceedings.  In  the  absence  of  any 
adequate  notices  in  the  newspapers,  the  pamphlets  and  volumes 
brought  out  by  the  Gurneys  sold  largely.  These  reports  were  uncon- 
densed and  the  speeches  verbatim.” 

— Die.  Nat.  Biog.  Vol.  XXIII,  p.  j6S. 
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if  we  do  not  advance  thy  wages  as  often  as  thou  pleasest,  * * 
thou  art  a man  as  capable  as  most,  to  harangue  the  people 
for  a whole  hour  together,  * * It  seems  to  shew  what  a 
man  of  parts  neighbour  Fisher  is.  This  has  gained  thee  great 
applause  so  that  I believe  some  think  there  is  not  thy  fellow, 
and  indeed  I am  almost  of  their  mind,  only  I do  not  like  to 
praise  people  to  their  faces.  For  though  some  people  have  so 
high  an  opinion  of  thee,  others  have  low  enough,  thinking  thy 
sentiments  very  dangerous,  and  contrary  to  the  faith  of  the 
Gospel.  I understand  that  two  or  three  of  thy  substantial 
friends,  are  a good  deal  disturbed  at  the  liberty  thou  has 
taken  with  this  doctrine,  (Calvinism).  What  the  event  will 
be,  I know  not  * * therefore,  I advise  thee,  go  forth  and 
speak  comfortably  to  them  ; for  else  I question  whether  they 
tarry  with  thee,  and  that  will  be  worse  than  all  the  evil  that 
has  befallen  thee  from  thy  youth  until  now.” 

— London,  printed  and  sold  by  the  Booksellers  of 
London,  Norwieh  and  Yarmouth,  Iffj- 

To  this  Fisher  replied  by  “An  Appeal  to  the  Public,”  from 
which  we  quote  a part  of  the  Introduction  and  Declaration : 

An  Appeal  to  the  Public: 
occasioned  by  a late  Publication,  falsely  intitled, 

A Friendly  Epistle  to  Neighbour  Samuel  Fisher, 
an  Inhabitant  of  the  City  of  Norwich,  by  Timothy  Harmless, 
To  which  is  added, 

A declaration,  signed  by  several  Persons  of  Probity  and  good 
Character,  in  Reference  to  the  said  Epistle. 

By  Samuel  Fisher. 

Thou  shalt  not  bear  false  Witness  against  thy  Neighbour. 

Exod.  XX,  i6. 

London. 

Printed  for  the  Author,  and  sold  by  G.  Keith,  in  Grasechurch 
Street;  and  M.  Gurney,  No.  34,  Bell-Yard,  Temple-Bar. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Every  Man’s  character  is,  or  ought  to  be  of  importance  to 
himself.  When  this  is  attacked,  he  has  an  indisputable  right 
to  defend  himself  in  the  best  manner  he  is  able.  When  accu- 
sations are  publicly  exhibited,  a public  vindication  becomes 
necessary.  And  it  is  the  observation  of  a very  sensible  writer, 
that  “Whoever  is  the  author  of  slander  and  invective,  usurps 
the  place  of  Justice,  awards  judgment,  and  inflicts  personal 
punishment;  a most  unnatural  judge,  governed  by  his  own 
evidence,  decreeing  in  wrath,  and  condemning  without 
hearing.” 

******* 

“Timothy  has,  it  is  thought,  more  than  sufficiently 
exposed  himself.  The  scurrility,  and  abuse  which  occurs  in 
every  page  of  his  most  Fidendlv  Epistle,  I shall  intirely  over- 
look. I mean  not  to  return  railing  for  railing,  or  to  enter 
into  a controversy  with  him ; but  to  leave  him  to  answer  for 
his  conduct  at  the  bar  of  the  public,  to  whose  impartial  judg- 
ment, I likewise  submit  the  ensuing  remarks.” 

THE  DECLARATION 

Whereas  a ])amphlet  has  been  lately  published  intitled, 
“A  Friendh'  Epistle  to  Neighbour  Samuel  Fisher,  an  inhabi- 
tant of  the  City  of  Norwich,  by  Timothy  Harmless,”  con- 
taining many  false  charges,  scurriloiis  invectives,  and  gross 
mis-representations  * * * and  so  forth.  And  as  we  know 
these  things  to  be  entirely  false,  having  constantly  attended 
upon  his  ministry  for  some  years,  we  think  it  our  duty,  in 
justice  to  his  character,  to  declare  in  this  public  manner  that 
the  above  charges  are  totally  groundless,  with  many  others 
in  the  said  epistle;  and  that  we  believe  the  said  Samuel  Fisher 
to  be  a conscientious,  honest  and  faithful  minister  of  the 
Gospel.” 

- signed  by  fifteen  male  members  of  St.  Mary’s  Chapel.  - 

Norwich,  July  J I,  1773 ■ 

Among  these  names  may  be  noted,  Joseph  Wilkin,  the  man 
for  whose  deceased  wife,  the  funeral  sermon  was  preached. 


Johnson  also  canie  to  the  relief  of  his  friend  in  the  follow- 
ing pamphlet,  whieh  exhibits  their  close  friendship; 

“A  serious  address  to  Samuel  Fisher,  of  Norwich,  concern- 
ing the  errors  charged  upon  him  by  the  fictitious  (piaker; 
stiling  himself  Timothy  Harmless.” 

‘‘London:  printed  from  M.  Gurney,  Book-seller  in  Bell- 
Yard.  MDCCLXXIII.” 

It  is  at  once  apparent,  that  the  only  persons  interested  in 
this  conflict  of  opinion,  were  Fisher’s  own  people,  and  that 
disguised  under  the  pseudonym  of  Timothy  Harmless,  was  a 
section  of  his  own  Church  members,  who  dissented  from  his 
teaching  and  were  desirous  of  driving  him  from  their  minis- 
try. What  efforts,  if  any,  were  made  to  bring  about  a better 
understanding,  it  is  impossible  now  to  discover. 

But  it  was  soon  quite  evident  that  the  quarrel  had  gone 
beyond  healing;  we  are,  therefore,  not  surprised  to  learn  from 
the  records  of  St.  Mary’s  that  he  was  dismissed  from  Member- 
ship and  that  on  April  loth,  1774,  was  determined  to 

have  no  more  any  religious  connection  with  Mr.  Samuel 
Fisher  as  a Minister  amongst  us.” 

This  was  doubtless  a sore  trial  of  faith,  but  Fisher  had 
been  warned  many  years  before  by  Mr.  Johnson,  of  what 
wouhl  likely  befall  him,  from  whose  letters  we  quote: 

‘‘In  the  prosecution  of  your  calling,  you  may  expect  to 
meet  with  all  manner  of  obstacles,  letts,  hinderances,  opposi- 
tions and  distractions.  In  the  truth  of  the  doctrine  of  Christ, 
a minister  ought  to  be  very  well  established.  Whatever 
relates  to  the  Kingdom  of  God  is  revealed  to  us  alone  in  the 
written  word  of  his  grace.  0 ! my  dear  Brother,  stand  fast 
here ! But  you  will  not  be  able  to  keep  your  ground  in  this 
very  spot,  unless  the  Lord  is  pleased  to  make  yoit  as  a Brazen 
Wall.  You  will  find  a coalition  of  armies  against  you.  You 
will  meet  with  violent  opposers;  and  here  the  danger  will  be,  if 
they  should  provoke  you  to  any  unguarded  expressions,  etc., 
that  they  can  make  a handle  of;  you  will  meet  with  subtil 
opposers,  these  will  endeavor  to  entangle  you.  But  greater 
danger  will  be,  (or  is  likely  to  be)  from  ])rofessed  friends.” 
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Whatever  attempt  there  was,  if  there  was  any  ? to 
attaeh  a stigma  to  his  eharaeter,  fell  to  the  ground  of  its  own 
weight.  For  Mr.  Fisher  was  too  puhlie  a man  to  survive 
had  there  been  any  real  basis,  and  too  strong  and  self- 
eontained  to  be  driven  awav.  Me  did  not  leave  Norwieh,  but 
remained  in  the  eommunity  that  had  so  mistreated  him,  while 
his  whole  eareer  traversed  his  tradueers. 

Concerning  this,  his  friend  Johnson,  twenty  years  older 
than  Fisher,  and  ever  ready  to  be  a father  to  the  younger 
man,  wrote  him:  “Afflictions  immediately  from  God  are 

sometimes  submitted  to  with  ])atienee,  as  seeing  from  whenee 
they  eome,  * * * but  especially  when  we  are  falsely  accused 
and  we  are  almost  ready  to  think  ourselves  authorized  to 
retaliate,  the  corruj)t  ])rinci[)le  in  us  is  a])t  to  take  liberty  to 
([Liarrel  and  contend,’’  etc. 

“Let  tis,  therefore,  not  faint  at  the  appearance  of  adver- 
sity; all  the  concern  that  is  necessary,  is  that  we  may  glorify 
God  under  it,  in  a wise,  ])rudent  and  pure  conversation.’’ 

Sustained  by  these  wise  counsels,  and  the  sense  of  his  own 
integrity,  Fislier  did  not  falter,  but  immediately  gathered  the 
few  members  of  the  divided  Church  who  followed  him,  and 
commenced  to  hold  worship  with  them  as  a Church  in  his 
own  house.  It  appears  from  a letter  of  a later  date  that 
there  were  but  seven  who  remained  with  him.  Douljtless,  as 
in  all  such  cases,  there  were  many  more  who  sympathized 
with  him,  but  who  yet  were  reluctant  to  sever  themselves 
from  the  Church  to  which  the}'  had  become  attached. 

But  in  thus  doing,  Fisher  seems  to  have  been  onh'  carry- 
ing out  the  precept  of  his  friend,*  which  is  worth  cpioting  as 
exhibiting  a rare  disinterestedness  in  the  work  of  the  Master, 
that  does  not  fiml  many  more  imitators  to-day  than  it  did 
upwards  of  a century  ago.  “There  is  one  thing  I woidd  have 
you  to  be  ware  of,  as  you  would  of  the  devil  himself— it  is  a 
gin  wherein  he  has  caught  many ; and  none  escape  that  are 


* Who  himself  had  been  dismissed  from  his  Church  in  Dale  Street, 
Liverpool,  hut  whose  adherents  erected  a new  building  for  his  use. 
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overtaken  hv  it.  I mean  an  iteli  of  fondness  for  minihers, 
either  hearers  or  members.” 

Johnson  who.se  doctrines  aj:)pear  to  have  l)een  the  cause  of 
this  disruption,  himself  visited  Norwieli  and  endeavored  to 
lieal  the  wounds.  He  writes  to  a friend  in  Noveml)cr,  I775> 
‘‘I  was  very  much  concerned  for  them  at  Norwich,  and  did 
endeavor  all  in  my  power  to  be  of  use  to  them,”  but  natu- 
rally he  does  not  ajjpear  to  have  been  very  successful,  for  he 
adds,  “I  suppose  I was  too  faithfid.” 

We  have  seen  something  of  the  extravagant  language 
used  in  these  doctrinal  difiierenees  in  the  preceding  extracts.  A 
letter  dated  in  1780,  six  3^cars  after  the  separation,  written  by 
one  of  those  who  followed  Mr.  Fisher,  addressed  to  a friend, 
exhibits  still  deeper  feeling;  “If  Mr.  Fisher  had  continued  at 
St.  Mar^^’s,  I should  have  joined  that  people  who  long  before 
this  time  have  the  greatest  part  of  them  fully  answci'ed  to  the 
character  of  such  who  have  ‘Both  seen  and  hated  Christ  and 
His  I'ather  ’ for  I am  persuaded  that  those  people  in  the  sight 
of  (rod  are  the  wickedest  in  Norwich.”  Such  language,  while 
of  course  very  unwise  and  reprehensible,  elcarlv  indicates  the 
bitterness  that  divided  the  Church,  and  from  what  we  know 
of  the  character  of  Mr.  Fisher,  he  would  be  among  the  first 
to  condemn  it. 

All  through  this  tindng  period,  Johnson  continued  his  cor- 
rcsjjondenee  with  I'isher,  writing  to  him,  and  to  others  of 
him,  in  the  kindest  and  most  appreciative  terms,  and  whose 
wife  Margaret,  constantly  signified  her  respect  and  regard  for 
Mr.  I'isher,  not  onh"  in  joining  her  husband  in  these  good 
words,  but  even  signing  her  own  name  with  her  husband,  to 
several  of  the  letters;  greater  testimon\'  to  their  confidence 
and  affection  eoidd  not  be  given. 

It  would  be  a mistake  to  conclude  that  all  the  advantages 
of  this  correspondence  were  gained  bv  the  younger  man.  Mr. 
Johnson  more  than  once,  frankh’  acknowledges  that  his  friend 
has  given  him  many  new  views  on  sidjjects  they  were 
mutually  interested  in,  and  admits  his  indebtedness  to  Fisher. 

With  regard  to  the  la3dng  on  of  hands,  Johnson  writes  in 
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1780,  that  until  he  had  heard  Mr.  I'isher  preach  in  Liverpool 
npon  it,  he  had  never  affirmed  the  laying  on  of  hands  to  be  a 
fixed  ordinance  of  Christ.  But  observing  that  the  Apostles 
practised  it,  and  the  Holv  Spirit  was  given  under  it,  and  the 
Lord  manifestly  owned  it,  he  has  since  called  it  Divine 
institution. 

Already  Fisher  was  contemplating  the  publication  of 
Johnson’s  discourses,  having  obtained  the  reluctant  consent 
of  that  gentleman,  who  expressed  his  conviction  it  would 
prove  financially  unprofitable.*  But  Fisher  had  by  this  time 
gathered  (piite  a number  which  he  was  preparing  for  the 
press;  and  in  the  meantime  published  an  important  pamphlet 
from  his  own  pen,  to  combat  the  prevailing  infidelity  of  the 
day  concerning  A Future  State;  a few  quotations  will  exhibit 
the  trend  ol  his  thought;  as  a Bajjtist  his  views  on  infant 
salvation  are  interesting. 

Scripture  evidence 
in  favour  of 
A Separate  State 
considered 
with 

preliminary  observations 
respecting 

The  conse(|ucnce  of  the  first  offence;  the  present  state  of 
Mankind : 

the  mortality  of  the  human  soul,  etc. 

By  S.  Fisher 
Norwich. 

Printed  by  J.  Crouse,  and  sold  by  Al.  Booth,  Bookseller,  in 

Norwich;  M.  Gurney,  Bell-Alle}y  Temple-Bar,  London  ; 
and  by  the  Author,  1781. 


*“Nov.  13,  1775  — I was  engaged  in  finishing  the  last  discourse  I 
intended  of  those  Mr.  Fisher  proposed  to  have  published ; they  are 
ten  discourses,  or  sermons,  lint  pretty  much  enlarged.  I tell  Air. 
Fisher  and  my  friends,  they  may  do  what  they  please  with  the  AISS. 
I shall  have  no  hand  in  printing  them,  for  I do  not  expect  they  will 
half  pay  the  expense.”  —Johnson’s  Letters. 
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TO  ALL  THAT  LOVE 

THE  GOSPEL  OF  OUR  LORD  JESUS  CHRIST 

IN  SINCERITY 

AND  DESPISE  WITH  ALL  THEIR  SOULS 
THE  DOCTRINES  AND  TRADITIONS  OF  MEN 
AS  OPPOSED  THERETO  ; 

THE  FOLLOWING 

STRICTURES 

ARE  MOST  AFFECTIONATELY  AND  MOST  HUMBLY 

INSCRIBED  BY  THEIR 

DEVOTED  SERVANT  IN  THE  KINGDOM  AND  PATIENCE 
OF  THE 

CHRIST  OF  GOD 


Facsimile  of  Dedication 


THE  AUTHOR 
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“The  author  * * is  apprehensive  some  of  his  readers 
will  charge  him  with  being  too  dogmatical;  and  at  the  same 
time  as  being  exceeding  deficient  in  j)oint  of  charitv.  In 
regard  to  the  first;  he  is  not  conscious  of  having  asserted 
anything  but  what  he  believes  the  God  of  Truth  has  plaiidv 
and  positively  declared  in  the  Scriptures.  And  though  we 
may  be  doidjtfid  in  ])oints  which  depend  upon  human  testi- 
mony, yet  he  thinks  it  is  scandalous  and  wicked  to  hesitate 
when  God  speaks.  In  such  cases  we  cannot  be  too  peremp- 
tory, or  express  ourselves  in  terms  too  aI)solute.  In  respect 
to  the  latter,  he  avows  himself  an  enemy  to  that  charitv 
which  sacrifices  truth  to  the  characters  of  men,”  etc. 

In  the  text  declaring  that  God  has  “made  the  doctrines  of 
faith  sufficiently  j)lain  to  be  understood  with  infallible  cer- 
tainty,” he  adds  " latnllihlc  certainty,  this  is  a phrase  which 
has  proved  very  disgusting  to  our  scmi-dcistsi  and  Scriptural 
skcj)tics.  The  former  admit  that  some  things  arc  very  plain 
and  easy  to  be  understood.  The  latter  doubt,  or  pretend  to 
doubt,  of  everything,  jind  call  it  wodcsty.  But  what  is  the 
modesty  of  disputing  or  doid)ting  the  truth  of  what  God  has 
spoken?  But  do  we  understand  it?  I answer,  Did  God 
intend  we  should  understand  it;  If  not,  it  is  no  revelation  to 
us;  and  why  do  we  then  meddle  with  the  subject  at  all?  If 
he  designed  we  should  understand  it,  and  yet  we  cannot  be 
fjuite  certain  whether  we  do  understand  it  or  not ; where  is 
the  defect?  In  the  divine  testinionv?  Grin  our.selvcs?  If  in 
ourselves  is  the  defect  natural,  or  moral  ? If  natural,  why 
does  God  re(|uire  us  to  understand  what  he  knows  \ve  have- 
no  cai)acity  for  ? ” 

“Is  the  defect  of  a moral  kind?  Then  let  us  take  the 
blame  to  ourselves,  as  every  honest  man  will  do,  and  lay 
aside  that  spnrious  charity,  and  affected  modesty,  which  are 
the  infallible  marks  of  a hypocrite.  * * * The  Apostle 
sjjeaks  of  some  who  are  ‘always  learning,  and  never  able  to 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.’  But  then  he  does  not 
suppose  them  to  be  Christians.” 
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“Tlie  doctrine  of  the  intermediate  state,  or  the  condition 
of  departed  sonls,  as  to  the  modus  of  their  existence,  is  not 
])articularly  (lescril)ed  in  the  Word  of  God,  because  the  infor- 
mation could  do  us  no  good,  as  we  could  not  receive  it;  yet  I 
apprehend,  so  much  is  revealed,  as  to  satisfy  us,  that  the  soul 
of  every  descendant  of  Adam,  after  the  death  of  the  body  doth 
not  only  exist,  but  continues  in  a state  of  cogitation,  and  is 
conscious  of  pain  or  pleasure  according  to  the  state  it  was  in, 
at  the  moment  of  dissolution.” 

Fisher  held  that  “the  penalty  of  death  for  disobedience 
pronuuncecJ  in  Eden,  meant  extinction  of  being,  that  a future 
state  of  existence  would  have  been  impossible  to  any  of  the 
human  race,  if  Christ  had  not  become  our  substitute,  died  and 
risen  from  the  dead,  for  as  in  Adam  all  die,  even  so  in  Christ 
shall  all  be  made  alive.  Eternal  death,  or  the  damnation  of 
Hell  could  not  possible  be  the  consecjuence  of  the  first  offence. 
Every  man  knows  in  his  own  conscience,  that  he  never  felt  the 
same  dreadfid  apprehension  of  future  misery  on  account  of 
Adam’s  fall  as  he  does  in  consequence  of  his  own  wilful  viola- 
tion of  the  law  of  God.  In  the  nature  of  things,  it  cannot  be.” 

“Some  people  tell  us  of  infants  going  to  heaven,  and 
quote  the  words  of  Christ,  Matt.  19:  14.  That  such  as  die  in 
infancy  cannot  go  to  hell  is  most  certain,  for  not  being  moral 
agents  they  can  have  no  consciousness  of  guilt,  which  con- 
sciousness constitutes  the  very  essence  of  hell  torments.  But 
can  they  go  to  heaven  ? ‘ Except  a man  be  born  again,  he 

cannot  see  the  Kingdom  of  God.’  Are  infants  capable  of 
receiving  the  new  birth  ? If  they  be,  it  is  in  a way  different  to 
anything  the  word  of  God  reveals.  * * * will  such  as 

die  in  infancy  be  happy ; no  doubt  of  it.  They  cannot  be 
miserable,  for  they  have  no  consciousness  of  guilt.  Christ  as 
the  representative  of  all  the  human  race,  became  an  atone- 
ment for  the  death  which  fell  upon  mankind,  and  infants  are 
equally  interested  in  it.” 
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There  was  a building  in  St.  Margaret’s  Parish,  Norwich, 
which,  according  to  a History  of  the  City,  had  been  used  for 
worship  by  several  different  congregations,  that  was  finally 
purchased  by  the  Baptists.  This  building  was  situated  at  the 
S.  W.  corner  of  St.  Margaret’s  Lane,  next  Pottergate  Street, 
and  became  known  as  St.  Margaret’s  Chapel;  to  the  body 
worshiping  here,  Mr.  Fisher’s  followers  seem  to  have  joined 
themselves  and  called  Mr.  Fisher  to  their  Ministrv  sometime 


St.  Margaret’s  Baptist 
Chapel 

Pottergate  Street 
Norwich 

Built  in  the  year  1790. 


Tablet  on  the  East  Wall  of  the  Interior 


SAMUEL  FISHER 
MANY  YEARS  THE  BELOVED 
PASTOR  OF  THE  CHURCH 
MEETING  HERE 
DIED  APRIL  27,  1803 
AGED  61  YEARS 


before  1780,  but  the  Chapel  books  are  missing,  and  the  date 
is  uncertain.  A new  building  was  erected  in  1790  during  Mr. 
Fisher’s  ministry,  which  is  described  a few  years  later  as 
being  “a  small  neat  building  of  brick,  the  inside  of  which  is 
well  fitted  up,  and  there  is  a brass  branch  hanging  in  the 
middle.  There  is  preaching  twice  every  Sunday.” 

This  building  is  still  standing  and  is  used  for  a Sunday 
School.  How  much  Mr.  Fisher  was  beloved  b}"  these  peo- 
ple, can  be  judged  from  the  tablet  erected  to  his  memory, 
which  still  exists. 
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In  the  latter  part  of  this  year  (1780)  Mr.  Fisher  had  a 
severe  attack  of  illness  which  greatly  prostrated  him ; it  was 
not  until  almost  the  following  midsummer  that  he  was  again 
able  to  occupy  the  pulpit.  In  June,  1781,  he  went  to  preach 
to  a congregation  in  Wisbech,  which  Johnson  hopes  may  be  a 
blessing  to  them  and  the  preacher.  The  result  of  this  was 
another  momentous  event  in  Fisher’s  life,  for  shortly  after,  he 
was  called  to  be  an  occasional  Minister  over  this  Baptist 
Church  in  Wisbech  in  Cambridgeshire,  (about  40  miles  distant 
from  Norwich,)  in  addition  to  his  pastorate  at  St.  Margaret’s, 
and  so  continued  for  several  years,  but  he  did  not  leave  Nor- 
wich as  his  place  of  abode  until  after  1788.  This  Church  was 
seemingly  composed  of  a small  body  of  separatists  from  the 
Congregational  Meeting  in  Deadman’s  Lane,  Wisbech.  But 
it  does  not  appear  to  have  been  cdl  happiness  there  either,  for 
before  the  year  was  over,  Mr.  Fisher  seems  to  have  been  in 
great  distress  of  mind  over  the  attitude  of  some  of  this  con- 
gregation toward  him.  Something  was  doubtless  due  to  the 
uncompromising  indejiendence  and  positive  attitude  of  Mr. 
Fisher’s  mind,  which  we  see  in  the  twice  repeated  expressions 
quoted  in  the  brief  extracts  of  the  pamphlet  on  the  “Future 
State,’’  in  which  he  “avows  himself  an  enemy  to  that  charity 
which  sacrifices  truth  to  the  characters  of  men,’’  but  further 
than  this,  these  were  days  of  great  bitterness  over  trifles,  as 
every  student  of  the  period  knows,  and  it  involves  no  reflec- 
tion whatever  upon  Mr.  Fisher;  many  similar  incidents  could 
be  quoted  from  the  history  of  other  dissenting  Chapels,  with 
even  graver  results,  the  principals  in  which  were  long  estab- 
lished, devout  and  highly  respected  gentlemen.  Happily  this 
phase  of  religious  difference  is  passing  away. 

“There  was  a Mr.  Wright  a member  with  Mr.  David, 
who  lives  at  Dcreham,  and  had  with  the  consent  of  the 
Church  of  which  he  is  a member,  spoken  for  some  time  to  a 
few  people  at  Derehani.  He  importuned  me  to  go  and  preach 
among  them.  I pointed  out  the  consequences  considering  his 
connection,  but  as  he  persisted  in  his  request  I went  and 
stayed  a day  or  two  at  his  house.  I find  it  has  made  much 
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confiision  amongst  the  people  in  St  Mary’s.  How  he  will 
conduet  himself,  I know  not.”  Thus  writes  Fisher  in  the 
Spring  of  I7^3>  hut  is  it  not  almost  unthinkable  that  after  ten 
years  the  people  of  vSt.  Mary’s  should  follow  with  so  mueh 
malignity,  the  young  minister  they  had  dismissed  in  1774. 

Fisher  was  now  filling  the  pulpit  of  Chapels  in  Norwich, 
Wisbech  and  occasionally  in  Liverpool,  two  of  these  were  bet- 
ter known  as  Johnsonian  Bajjtist ; apparently,  thercfoi'e,  in 
consequence  of  Fisher’s  ministry,  the  Wisbech  Church  became 
Johnsonian  in  1792,  and  gave  him  a definite  Call  to  the  Pas- 
toral charge  in  November,  which  he  accepted.  Their  building 
was  situated  in  Ship  Lane,  or  Ship  Street,  later  called  Hill 
Street,  and  was  first  used  for  public  worship  on  ist  December, 
1793-  Fisher  was  ordained  over  the  people  in  January, 

1794.  Under  his  Ministry,  the  congregation  greatly  increased. 
Three  published  Sermons  are  dated  from  this  pLace. 

But  ere  this,  Fisher  lost  his  lifelong  friend,  the  Rev.  John 
Johnson,  who  died  20th  March,  1791,  aged  85.  Fisher 
preached  a funeral  sermon  April  loth,  1791,  in  St.  Margaret’s 
Chapel,  Norwich,  which  was  printed  in  Liverpool,  entitled, 
“The  Christian  Warfare,  or  the  Character  of  a Gospel  Minis- 
ter,” and  in  1796,  he  published  “Johnson’s  Letters,”  a work 
in  2 Vols.,  deni}’  8vo  paged  continuoush'  throughout. 

Vol.  I,  Letters  i to  76 

2,  “ 77  to  157  with  Notes  on  Sermons 

Twenty-one  of  the  letters  are  addressed  to  Fisher  at  Nor- 
•v\fich.  All  are  largely  in  the  nature  of  ministerial  experiences, 
doctrinal  disquisitions  and  sermon  notes. 

It  has  been  said  of  Mr.  Johnson  that  his  views  were 
tinged  with  Sabellianism,  “a  system  in  which  the  Father,  Son 
and  Holy  Spirit  were  only  three  modes  of  manifestation,  three 
names,  three  aspects  of  one  divine  monad  revealing  itself 
under  three  different  forms,  not  at  one  and  the  same  time,  but 
successive!}" ; also  a term  used  to  denominate  a certain  phase 
of  Unitarianism.” 

Whether  this  was  true  of  Mr.  Johnson  or  not,  it  can 
hardlv  be  held  as  defining  the  belief  of  Mr.  Fisher  notwith- 
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Standing  the  friendship  that  existed  between  them.  He  writes 
in  a personal  letter,  “The  expression — T delight  in  the  Law  of 
God — I thank  God  through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord,’ cannot  be 
uttered  from  the  heart  by  any  but  a genuine  believer,  in  whose 
heart  the  Spirit  of  the  law  has  been  written ; and  who  had 
enjoyed  perfect  deliverance  from  the  curse  in  the  virtue  ot 
the  blood  of  Christ.” 

“Such  a sold  cannot  but  feel  a most  fervent  desire  ot  being 
in  all  things  like  unto  his  Lord,  that  he  may  come  close  to  the 
bosom  of  his  God,  as  the  enjoyment  of  God  is  the  summit  of 
his  ambition,  and  the  highest  delight  of  his  soul.”  Further 
on,  he  speaks  of  “ the  immutable  principles  of  the  law  being 
indelibh'  inscribed  ujjon  the  heart  of  the  believer,  by  the 
finger  of  the  Holy  Spirit.” 


Here  is  a plain  recognition  of  the  distinct  cotemporaneous 
personality  of  Christ  apart  from  God  the  Father,  and  an 
acknowledgment  of  his  redemptive  work  in  a sacrificial  death 
for  sin — as  well  as  the  Holy  Spirit  who  reveals  the  truth  to 
the  believer.  Several  other  passages  quoted  in  these  pages 
from  the  pamphlets,  clearly  indicate  that  Mr.  Fisher  held  and 
])rcached  a sound  orthodox  Christianit3^  That  there  were 
minor  differences  of  thought  in  doctrine,  and  in  practice  which 
a century  and  a half  ago  loomed  much  larger  to  the  eye  than 
they  do  to-day  is  doubtless  true,  and  to  this  liitterness  of  feel- 
ing is  due  the  harshness  which  so  frequently  arose  between 
ministers  and  people  at  this  period,  which  the  most  cursory 
examination  of  the  history  or  records  of  dissenting  churches 
will  fully  reveal  and  confirm ; to  this  was  due  the  separation 
of  Mr.  Johnson  at  Liverpool,  Mr.  Ho]iper  at  Northampton, 
and  Mr.  Fisher  at  Norwich. 


In  1792,  Mr.  Fisher’s  name  became  entangled  in  a petty 
controversy  concerning  the  publication  of  a pamphlet,  but  so 
far  as  appears  on  the  record,  he  did  not  take  any  personal  part 
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in  it  publicly.  Mr.  Richard  Wright,  previously  noticed,  who 
seems  to  have  been  a student,  or  candidate  for  the  Baptist 
ministr}^  under  Mr.  Johnson  at  Liverpool,  and  who  had  also 
preached  to  the  Churches  in  Norwich  and  Wisbech,  published 
in  1791  in  Liverpool,  a pamphlet  entitled  “A  Scriptural  repre- 
sentation of  the  Son  of  God.”  This  was  anonvmously  criti- 
cized shortly  afterwards  in  a pamphlet  called,  “A  Review”  of 
the  aforesaid  work,  which  Mr.  Wright  immediately  attributed 
to  Mr.  Fisher,  and  replied  to  in  a very  bitter  and  sarcastic 
pamphlet  in  1792,  entitled  “Six  Reasons  why  we  should  not 
suppose  Mr.  Samuel  Fisher  to  be  the  author  of  an  anonymous 
}jamphlet  lately  published.” — Wisbech, printed  hyjohn  White. 

The  only  paragraphs  deserving  of  notice  are  as  follows: 
R.  W.  states  that  after  the  publication  of  the  pamphlet,  Mr. 
Fisher  agreed  to  his(  R.W. ) becoming  joint  pastor  at  Wisbech, 
and  that  just  recently  he  (S.F. ) had  requested  to  be  dismissed 
from  his  pastorate  of  the  Church  meeting  in  Deadman’s  Lane, 
that  so  he  might  be  at  greater  liberty  to  serve  Churches  at  a 
distance.  Further  he  says  that  Mr.  Fisher  is  known  to  be  “a 
man  of  great  parts,  sound  judgment,  and  close  and  solid 
reasoning.” 

This  singular  controversy  was  intensified  by  the  appear- 
ance of  a brief  printed  “ Letter,  from  Eliza  to  Philander,”  being 
an  “Apology  for  Mr.  Fisher’s”  criticism, — Wisbech  dated  Nov. 
30,  1793,  printed  byj.  White, — in  which  the  writer  distinctly 
assumes  Mr.  Fisher  to  lie  the  anoii3m:ous  writer  and  proceeds 
to  state  that  R.  W.’s  pamphlet  was  disapproved  b}"  the 
Churches  at  Norwich,  Liverpool  and  Halifax,  and  concludes, 
“What  I have  written  is  a debt  due  from  me  to  Mr.  Fisher,  in 
consideration  of  man\"  and  great  advantages  derived  from 
his  ministerial  labors,  and  I assure  3'ou  neither  he  nor  anj" 
other  person  advised  me  to  write  this,  nor  does  Mr.  Fisher 
know  an^'thing  about  it.”  This  was  again  answered  bj’  “An 
address  to  Eliza,  b}'  R.  W. — Dec.  6th,  1792,”  verj'  severe 
and  contradictorv : here  the  matter  seems  to  have  dropped. 
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Naturally  we  can  know  but  little  of  Fisher’s  teaching, 
except  what  ma^^  be  gathered  from  a few  original  letters,  pre- 
served to  this  day,  and  from  his  treatment  of  the  subjects  of 
his  published  sermons.  He  seems  certainlj'  to  have  been 
thoroughly  orthodox,  as  well  as  practical  in  his  main  views. 
In  one  of  his  letters,  he  writes:  “I  observe  that  our  Lord 
exhorts  his  disciples  in  a similar  manner;  ‘Abide  in  Me  and  I in 
you,  as  a branch  cannot  bear  fruit  of  itself,  except  it  abide  in 
the  vine;  no  more  can  ye,  except  ye  abide  in  me.’  John  xv-4. 
.\nd  I can  easily  distinguish  between  that  vital  indwelling  in 
the  Son  of  God  whereby  my  soul  is  made  one  with  him  in 
Spirit  and  life,  and  a practical  attention  to  his  truth ; bending 


my  mind  to  the  word  of  his  Grace,  and  conforming  my  prac- 
tice to  his  holy  Commandments.”  And  again — ‘‘ If  a believer 
is  not  delivered  from  the  practice  of  inicjuity,  he  is  not  delivered 
at  all.  There  certainly  can  be  no  emancipation  from  the  bon- 
dage and  slavery  of  sin  where  there  is  not  purity  of  heart,  and 
reformation  of  manners.” 

To  this  practical  Christianity,  Mr.  Fisher  added  sincere 
loyalty  to  his  Country  and  the  Government,  which  he  mani- 
fested on  every  proper  occasion.  He  was  not  averse  to  specu- 
lative considerations  of  the  interpretation  of  prophetic  pas- 
sages in  the  Old  Testament,  and  in  these  he  shows  considera- 
ble knowledge  of  Biblical  and  ancient  secular  history.  As  he 
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grew  older,  the  subjects  of  his  published  sermons  show  an 
increased  spiritualitA"  and  reference  to  the  future  life,  treating 
of  the  Resurrection,  the  final  state  of  all  mankind,  and  {mint- 
ing to  the  Good  Shepherd,  the  Son  of  God. 


In  1794,  during  the  height  of  the  French  Revolution,  when 
sedition  and  anarch}'  seemed  brewing  in  England,  as  well  as  in 
various  countries  of  Europe,  Mr.  Fisher  preached  a notable 
Sermon  in  Shijj  Lane  (Upper  Hill  Street)  Cha{)el,  Wisbech, 
February  28th,  the  day  appointed  by  the  Government  for  a 
General  Fast,  on  the  “Duty  of  Subjects  to  the  Civil  Magis- 
trate, Recommended  and  Enforced  on  Scripture  principles.” 
This  Sermon  attracted  wide-spread  attention,  and  Mr.  Fisher 
received  s])ecial  thanks  for  this  discourse  from  William  Pitt, 
the  Prime  Minister.* 

This  unusual  honor  was  occasioned  by  the  deep  impression 
made  upon  the  Government  by  the  horrors  being  perpetrated 
in  France,  and  the  expediency  of  enlisting  every  favorable  influ- 
ence to  counteract  the  pernicious  effect  upon  the  British  peo- 
ple of  the  works  of  Paine  and  other  infidel  revolutionists. 

“In  England  a secret  committee  was  a{)pointed  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  rej)orts  were  issued  by  each  that  a 
traitorous  consj)iracy  existed  for  purposes  of  revolution.  * * * 
The  masculine  mind  of  Pitt  succumbed  to  the  plots  and 
nnnours  of  plots  with  which  he  was  encomjiassed,  (which  led 
him  to  say),  ‘Probably  by  this  time  tomorrow  we  may  not 
have  a hand  to  act,  or  a tongue  to  utter.’  Nor  did  the  gravity 
of  his  ap])rehensions  diminish  with  time.” 

— Pitt  by  Lord  Rosebery,  i8gj. 

The  Sermon  was  published  the  same  year.  Mr.  Fisher 
became  known  for  his  unswerving  loyalty  and  the  memory 
of  it  remained  till  his  death. 


“History  ofWisl)ech  b}'  F,  J.  Gardiner,  F.  R.  Hist.  So.  (1898). 
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A few  brief  quotations  are  appended, — these  disjointed 
paragraphs  being  taken  out  of  the  eontext  ean  give  but  little 
idea  of  the  style  of  Mr.  Fisher’s  writing,  but  they  will  show 
something  of  his  train  of  thought,  and  as  sueh  only  are  they 
inserted. 


"Ship-lane  Chapel,  Wisbeeh,  Feb.  28,  1794.” 

"The  substanee  only  of  the  Sermon  alluded  to  in  the  Title 
Page,  is  here  presented  to  the  publie.  When  the  Sermon  was 
preaehed,  the  author  had  no  view  whatever  to  its  publieation, 
Jind  as  he  never  writes  his  Sermons  previous  to  their  delivery, 
he  eould  only  traee  the  impressions  made  upon  his  memory 
and  consult  the  short  notes  of  a friend  taken  at  the  time.  Yet 
he  has  in  some  respects  altered  the  original  form,  and 
admitted  some  observations  which  were  not  in  immediate 
connexion  with  the  leading  topic.  Several  incidents  have 
united  in  suggesting  the  propriety,  if  not  the  necessity,  of  the 
publication.  The  Author  thinks  the  subject  of  great  impor- 
tance, and  devoutly  recommends  this  feeble  attempt,  to  the 
divine  blessing.” 

I Peter  1 1,  13-17. 

* * * “This  is  a day  appointed  by  Government  for  the 
purposes  of  fasting  and  humiliation,  on  account  of  the 
present  unhapp\'  war,  and  the  calamities  with  which  we  are 
threatened.  This  Measure  has  been  censured  Iw  some;  and 
tlie  propriety  of  our  complying  with  such  a requisition  under 
present  eireumstanees,  is  questioned  b}'  others.  For  myself,  I 
approve  the  conduct  of  our  rulers  in  this  instance;  and  believe 
it  to  be  the  indispensable  duty  of  all  that  fear  God,  to  unite 
on  the  present  occasion,  in  fervent  supplication  that  the  Lord 
would  be  pleased  to  avert  the  evils  we  have  so  much  reason 
to  apprehend,  and  grant  a speedy  termination  to  the  dispute 
in  which  we  and  the  neighboring  nations  are  now  engaged. 

‘‘  How  far  the  present  war  is,  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain, 
just  and  necessary,  is  not  a question  for  present  investigation. 
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On  this  subject  different  persons  will  form  different  opinions, 
according  as  thc}^  are  actuated  by  prepossessions  and  preju- 
dices ; as  their  private  interests  are  affected  b}'  it,  one  way  or 
other,  or  as  they  enjoy  opportunities  of  obtaining  just  infor- 
mation. It  is  a cjuestion  of  greater  importance  to  us,  how 
the  Lord  would  have  us  conduct  ourselves  as  Christians  and 
as  subjects  of  the  British  Government,  concerning  which  we 
have  ample  instructions  in  the  passage  before  us.  Let  us 
attend  to  it  in  the  fear  of  God. 

“When  the  Apostle  enjojmed  the  Christians  to  submit 
themselves  to  every  ordinance  of  Man,  the  Roman  Emperor  oi 
that  time  was  a heathen  tyrant,  one  of  the  worst  that  had 
ever  Ijeen  known ; notwithstanding,  it  was  encumbent  upon 
them  to  submit  for  the  Lord’s  sake, — that  is,  in  obedience  to 
his  commands.  Their  liberty  as  Christians  was  not  to  be  a 
pretext  for  rebellion,  rather  should  they  Fear  God  and  Honor 
the  King. 

“No  particular  form  of  Government  is  prescribed  in  the 
New  Testament,  but  Christians  were  commanded  to  obey 
Magistrates.  The  King  of  Nineveh  ordained  a fast,  when 
Jonah  proclaimed  God’s  anger  against  the  Nation,  and  the 
people  humbled  themselves,  God  turned  from  his  anger. — ’’ 
Other  instances  are  cited. — 

“Whatever  be  the  motive  which  directed  the  Government 
to  appoint  a General  Fast,  we  should  each  one  for  ourselves, 
examine  our  Motives  of  Conduct,  that  we  may  obey  God  in 
submitting  to  the  Constitution  of  the  Kingdom  and  the 
orders  of  the  State,  and  in  becoming  Intmility  and  contrition, 
confess  our  own  sins  and  the  sins  of  the  Nation  and  implore 
Divine  forgiveness. 

“ If  there  be  one  moral  evil  above  all  others,  it  is  the  Spirit 
of  disloj’alty  and  dissafection  to  legal  authority,  which  too 
generally  prevails. 

“Some  claim  they  have  a natural  right  to  the  privileges 
they  enjoy,  and  it  is  not  incumbent  upon  them  to  acknowl- 
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edge  or  express  thankfulness  for  their  enjoyiTient.  But  though 
it  is  the  duty  of  parents  to  provide  for  their  children,  still  the 
children  are  bound  to  honor  their  parents,  and  to  be  thankful 
for  their  care  and  attention. 

“ Others  say  when  Magistrates  are  arbitrary  and  unjust, 
they  forfeit  any  claim  to  respect  and  subjection.  No ! we  are 
bound  to  submit  for  the  Lord’s  sake,  when  conscience  is  not 
affected,  and  then  only  by  non-compliance, — for  illustration, 
the  three  children  and  Nebuchadnezzar,”  etc. 

“The  text  was  written  during  the  reign  of  the  greatest 
despot  and  cruel  tyrant  ever  known,  and  the  people 
addressed,  were  his  sidijects, — yet  the  Apostle  makes  no  con- 
session,  for  all  Government  is  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Jesus  Christ,  to  be  exercised  for  the  good  of  his  Church,  hence 
there  is  no  need  for  anxious  care  about  temporal  matters,  but 
to  seek  first  the  Kingdom  of  God. 

” Lastly  consider  the  high  obligations  we  are  under  to  the 
God  of  Heaven  for  the  numerous  and  important  privileges  we 
enjoy  by  means  of  our  happy  constitution,  and  the  virtue, 
wisdom  and  lenity  of  our  Governors. 

“There  is  not  a single  external  blessing  of  any  importance, 
which  we  are  not  in  the  unlimited  possession  of,  and  neither 
his  Majesty,  nor  liis  Ministers  have  ever  discovered  an  incli- 
nation to  abridge  them. 

“We  have  the  free  use  of  the  Scriptures. 

“Attend  worship  of  God  when  we  j)lease. 

“Deliver  our  sentiments  on  Divine  subjects  in  speech,  or 
writing  without  restraint. 

“If  wicked  or  unreasonable  men  internpit  us,  we  can 
appeal  to  the  laws  for  redress. 

“ What  more  can  Christians  desire? 

“In  fine,  whatever  maybe  the  conduct  of  others,  let  us 
always  remember  that  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to  fear  God 
and  honor  the  King.” 
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Fisher  flourished  just  at  the  close  of  the  period  of  the 
great  Ariaii  controversy,  which  absorbed  the  attention  of 
religious  thought  in  England  during  the  end  of  the  17th  and 
the  beginning  of  the  I8th  centuries;  in  which  there  was  a 
distinct  revidsion  from  the  strict  Calvinism  of  the  Puritans  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  growing  Socinianism  of  the  Independ- 
ents on  the  other. 

This  controversy  occupied  all  the  schools  and  academies 
not  under  the  dogmatic  sway  of  the  State  Church,  and  was 
likewise  the  cause  of  a considerable  increase  in  their  number. 
Almost  all  the  men  of  that  period  whose  names  have  come 
down  to  us  as  noted  were  influenced  by  this  phase  of  thought. 

Isaac  Watts,  Dr.  Doddridge,  Richard  Ba.vter,  the  two 
Priestleys,  Dr.  Samuel  Clarke,  and  a score  of  others  equally 
famous  in  their  day,  all  held  views  dissenting  from  the  old 
orthodox  faith,  but  differing  from  each  other  as  modified  by 
their  individual  mode  of  thought,  or  the  attitude  of  their 
minds. 

Of  the  divine  Watts,  dear  to  every  believer  for  some  of  the 
most  beautiful  Christian  hymns  ever  written,  it  was  claimed 
vehemently  he  died  a Socinian,  but  “others  as  emphatically 
attested  his  dependence  (at  death)  on  the  atonement,  (a  posi- 
tion incompatible  with  complete  Unitarianism  ”). 

— Milner.  Life.  p.  JiS- 

Richard  Baxter,  known  for  his  undjung  work,  “The 
Saint’s  Everlasting  Rest,’’  was  termed  a “trimmer’’  by  his 
opponents,  for  adopting  what  became  known  as  “the  Baxte- 
rian  compromise  between  Calvinism  and  Armenianism.’’ 

The  elder  Priestley  from  being  a pronounced  Armenian, 
ultimately  became  a decided  Socinian,  and  as  such  “sided  of 
course  with  the  French  revolutionists  and  their  sympathi- 
zers” in  England,  (Eneyc.  Brit.),  for  which  the  mob  burnt  his 
house  with  most  of  his  MSS.,  the  fruit  of  a lifetime’s  labor. 
Shortly  afterwards  he  left  his  home,  (in  179I-,  the  very  year 
when  Fisher  preached  his  loyal  and  notable  Sermon  and 
received  the  thanks  of  the  head  of  the  Government),  to  take  up 
his  residence  in  the  United  States,  where  he  died  ten  years  later. 
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Doddridge  was  similarly  influenced,  which  led  him  to  open 
an  Academy  for  the  training  of  young  men  for  the  ministry  in 
these  ultra-liberal  views,  which  outlived  him  many  years,  and 
was  sustained  by  an  annual  gift  from  a liberal  endowment 
fund  provided  for  the  jjurpose. 

With  all  this  in  view,  it  is  refreshing  to  And  that  Samuel 
Fisher  maintained  his  faith  in  the  full  efficiency  and  necessity 
ol  the  Atonement,  and  acknowledged  Jesus  Christ  to  be  the 
Son  of  God  and  the  Divine  Spirit  one  with  the  Father. 


Mr.  Fisher  married  Oct.  22,  1762,  in  Mansfield,  Co.  Not- 
tingham, Rebecca,  daughter  of  John  Fisher  of  Rawthorne,  Co. 
Derby,*  Yeoman,  and  widow  of  William  Brodie,  draper  and 
hosier  of  Mansfield,  who  came  from  Calderhaugh,  Parish 
Lockwinnioch,  Scotland,  to  that  place.  The  marriage  was 
solemnized  in  tlie  Parish  Church  of  Mansfield  by  license. 
Mrs.  Brodie  was  one  of  six  children,  if  the  {)cdigree  in 
Hunter’s  “Familijc  Minorum  ” is  correct;  her  eldest  brother, 
John  Fisher,  was  of  Mansfield  on  the  borders  of  Derbyshire, 
and  founded  a family  there,  his  grandson  being  dead  in  1828, 
having  left  issue.  Her  niece  Sarah,  the  youngest  daughter  of 
her  sister  Elizabeth,  was  born  in  1750.  This  lady  married 
James  Heygate,  Esq.,  of  London,  Banker,  and  became  the 
mother  of  Sir  William  Heygate,  Lord  Mayor  1822,  created  a 
Baronet  1831.  Her  other  brothers  and  sisters  were  settled  in 
the  neighborhood  of  their  birth,  and  all  married  well.  Wil- 
liam Brodie  appears  to  have  been  a prosperous  trader,  whose 
Will  was  probated  at  York,  6th  April,  1761.  He  provided 


* Kawthonie, — properly  Rowthorn,  a village  in  the  North  East 
corner  of  the  County  of  Derby,  in  the  Parish  of  Hault  Ilucknall, 
almost  under  the  shadow  of  Hardwick  Hall,  famous  as  the  residence 
of  the  celebrated  Countess,  “ Bess  of  Hardwick,” — distant  about  four 
miles  North  West  from  Mansfield,  Notts.  It  is  now  a station  on  the 
Midland  Railway. 


From  a miniature  in  the  possession  of 
Mrs.  Joseph  iJeacon,  Liverpool. 
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an  ample  life  estate  in  trust  for  his  wife,  and  left  his  well 
established  hosiery  business  to  his  son  John,  who  continued 
it.  His  business  of  linen  draper  was  to  be  carried  on  for  the 
benefit  of  his  other  children  until  they  were  2 1 years  of  age, 
subject  to  the  widow’s  life  estate.  He  left  generous  gifts  to 
each  son,  and  to  the  daughters  at  marriage.  An  annuity  to 
the  widow  was  to  cease  on  her  re-marriage.  Son  Hugh  went 
to  London  and  married  there.  A daughter  Margaret,  mar- 
ried the  Rev.  Timoth}'  Priestley,  (1734-1814),  brother  of  the 
celebrated  Joseph  Priestle\%  LL.  D.,  and  F.R.  S.,  the  scientist 
and  litterateur.  Another  daughter,  Rebecca,  named  after  her 
mother,  born  about  1746,  became  the  wife  of  Joseph  Gur- 
ney, the  noted  Parliamentary  short-hand  writer,  (1744-1815), 
and  the  mother  of  Sir  John  Gurney,  Kt.,  Baron  of  the 
Exchec|uer,  (1768-1845),  and  of  William  Brodie  Gurney,  (i777 
1855),  the  well  known  philanthropist.  It  is  thus  apparent 
that  the  marriage  of  the  Widow  Brodie  to  Samuel  Fisher, 
made  the  latter  step-father  to  the  wife  of  Joseph  Gurney,  the 
short-hand  writer,*  and  partly  explains  the  latter’s  readiness 
to  report  and  print  Fisher’s  sermons. 

Rebecca  Fisher  married  William  Brodie  i8th  May,  1742, 
at  the  Parish  Church  of  Hault  Hucknall.  She  became  the 
mother  of  ten  children,  seven  of  whom,  two  sons  and  five 
daughters,  were  living,  (but  none  were  }"et  of  age),  when  she 
was  a widow  in  1761  ; she  would  therefore,  be  about  38  years 
of  age  at  this  time,  while  Samuel  Fisher  was  only  21. 

*It  appears  that  the  Gurneys  of  Norwich,  of  the  present  day,  (the 
Banker's  family),  disclaim  any  connection  with  this  family,  but  on 
reference  to  the  Record  of  the  House  of  Gournay  by  Daniel  Gurney, 
Esq.,  of  Norwich,  we  read  as  follows:  “It  seems  likely  the  Gurneys 

of  Bedfordshire  are  descended  from  Thomas,  third  son  of  Francis  Gur- 
ney, of  London.  Their  ancestor,  Thomas  Gurney,  (sprung  from  the 
Gourneys  of  Norfolk)  was  of  the  date  of  this  third  son  of  Francis.  He 
was  a disciple  and  personal  friend  of  George  Fox,  the  founder  of  the 
Quakers,  and  resided  near  Woburn  in  Bedfordshire;  he  eventually 
became  a Baptist.  From  him  in  direct  line,  descends  the  late 
lamented  and  highly  esteemed  Sir  John  Gurney,  one  of  the  Barons  of 
the  Exchequer,  according  to  the  following  Pedigree,”  etc. 
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There  are  many  circumstances  which  render  it  more  than 
probable  Fisher  was  a near  relative,  possibly  a cousin  of  his 
wife,  but  they  cannot  be  detailed  here.  It  would  almost  seem 
incredible  there  is  not  some  mistake  about  this  record,  but  the 
facts  are  incontrovertible.  The  Marriiige  Certificate  gives  the 
address  of  Samuel  Fisher  as  St.  Michael’s  Farish,  Norwich,  as 
also  does  the  Lieense,  which  declares  his  age  to  be  21  years 
and  over,  and  describes  Rebecca  Brodie  as  Widow,  aged  30 
years  and  over.  No  mention  of  his  profession  or  calling,  is 
made,  but  Dr.  Hunter  in  his  Genealogy,*  previously  referred 
to,  describes  Fisher  as  V.  D.  M.,  of  Norwich,  which  stands 
for  Verb!  Dei  Minister, — Minister  of  the  Word  of  God, — 
Dr.  Hunter’s  customary  euphemism  for  “Non-Conformist 
preacher.’’  If  this  is  not  sufficient  to  settle  the  identity 
of  the  bridegroom,  the  letter  of  his  old  friend,  Johnson, 
addressed  to  Fisher,  dated  Dec.  17th,  1762,  less  than  two 
months  after  the  marriage,  printed  in  the  first  volume  of 
Johnson’s  Letters,  edited  by  Fisher  himself,  in  which  Mr. 
Johnson  says,  “I  intended  writing  sooner,  Inxt  hearing  of 
your  marriage  and  afterwards  of  your  sickness,  was  the 
cause  of  postponing  it.  Now,  hoping  your  health  is  restored, 
I take  liberty  to  congratidate  3'ou  upon  both  occasions, 
enjoying  a bosom  companion,  and  rccoverv  from  sickness,’’ 
settles  the  question  definiteh'. 

As  we  have  alreadj'  seen,  Mr.  Fisher  had  come  from  Not- 
tingham to  Norwich  in  JuH,  1762,  and  immediately'  after 
receiving  the  call  to  preach  repaired  to  Mansfield  to  be  mar- 
ried. How  long  Mrs.  Fisher  lived  thereafter,  or  where  she 
died,  nowhere  appears,  but  it  is  certain  there  was  no  issue 
from  this  marriage,  and  that  none  of  the  Church  records,  nor 
the  press  notices  of  Mr.  Fisher  make  any'  reference  to  his  wife. 


* Dr.  Hunter  says,  “The  substance  of  these  pages  I received  from 
Mrs.  Denis  Sy'kes  at  Slieffiefd  in  1802.''  She  was  Elizalxeth,  daughter 
of  John  Fisher  of  Mansfield,  eldest  son  of  John  of  Rawthorne,  Yeo- 
man, and  thus  a niece  of  Rebecca,  Mrs.  Brodie. 

William  Fisher,  yeoman  farmer  died  at  Rowthorne  June,  1856,  aged 
95  years ; he  was  a nephew  of  Rebecca. 


From  (f  minioturf  in  the  pos.^esaio)i  of 
.\frs.  Joseph  PeiKi^n,  Liverpool. 
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or  family,  it  is  therefore  more  than  probable  she  predeceased 
him  many  years  and  he  appears  to  have  died  a lonely  man. 
Johnson,  whose  letters  to  Fisher  might  be  expected  to  make 
some  reference  to  his  married  life,  only  once  (in  1764)  “prays 
for  a blessing’’  on  his  family. 


Fisher  is  described  as  a man  of  remarkable  gifts,  scholarly 
and  singularly  eloquent,  moving  it  is  said,  his  congregation 
at  times,  even  to  tears;  he  spoke  extemporaneously  and  even 
his  enemies,  or  those  who  differed  from  him,  as  we  have  seen, 
admitted  his  great  abilities  and  his  powers  of  oratory.  Phys- 
ically, he  was  far  from  robust,  being  svdjject  to  frequent 
attacks  of  illness,  but  is  said  to  have  been  of  “an  affable  and 
agreeable  disposition.”  He  maintained  friendl}",  but  not  very 
intimate  relations  with  his  brother  John  and  the  famih'  in 
Liverpool,  hearing  occasionally  from  them  and  visiting  them 
when  exchanging  pulpits  at  intervals  with  Mr.  Johnson. 

Preaching  to  his  people  at  Wisbech,  and  at  his  old  and 
beloved  pastorate  in  St.  Margaret’s,  Norwich,  the  passing 
years  found  Samuel  Fisher  busied  with  the  editing  and  publi- 
cation of  the  Johnson  letters,  and  sermons  printed  in  179b, 
1798  and  1802,  visiting  the  relatives  and  friends  in  Liverpool 
and  the  Church  there,  and  elsewhere.  It  is  somewhat  singu- 
lar, and  appropriate,  that  the  last  of  his  published  Sermons 
delivered  a year  before  his  death,  is,  as  it  were,  in  the  nature 
of  a Patriarchal  blessing  to  his  spiritvial  children,  whom  he 
exhorts  concerning  Conjugal  and  Parental  duties. 

A study  and  comparison  of  the  style  and  treatment  of 
subjects,  of  the  two  men,  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr. 
Fisher  was  less  dogmatic,  more  lovable,  more  conciliatory 
and  possibly  more  spiritual  than  the  man  he  took  as  his 
friend  and  teacher,  and  it  certainly  appears  clearly  in  the 
record,  he  was  more  practical. 

His  influence  must  have  been  wide-spread  and  it  would 
verily  seem  that  upon  his  shoulders  had  fallen  the  Johnso- 
nian mantle,  so  that  when  the  call  came  to  “go  up  higher,” 
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it  found  him  closely  associated  with  no  fewer  than  five 
Churches.  The  elearest  evidence  of  his  work  and  his  worth 
may  be  found  in  the  touching  notice  of  his  death  recorded  in 
the  minutes  of  the  Church  at  Newark,  Nottingham,  where 
he  died. 


The  Church  Book  belonging  to  a Society  of  Baptists 
at  Newark  r:pon  Trent. 


“The  Rev.  Samuel  Fisher,  aged  6i  years;  the  only  Minis- 
ter of  this  Church,  and  of  those  standing  in  communion  with 
us,  died  at  the  House  of  John  Reynoldson  in  North  Muskham 
near  Newark  upon  Trent  in  the  County  of  Nottingham,  on 
Wednesday'  the  27  April  in  the  Year  1803,  about  a Quarter 
before  Seven  o’elock  in  the  evening,  after  a painful  and  linger- 
ing illness.  The  word  of  God  had  been  his  comfort  and 
support  for  more  than  forty  years,  and  ofeourse,  it  was  the 
same  to  the  very  last.  By  this  awfid  dispensation,  the 
Churches  at  Norwich,  Wisbech,  Newark,  Chesterfield  and 
Liverpool  have  sustained  a loss,  which  the  Chief  Shepherd 
alone  can  repair.  May  we  not  now  begin  to  anticipate  the 
subject  of  the  17th  Chap,  of  Isaiah?’’ 

“J.  Reynoldson.’’ 


As  Mr.  Fisher  had  no  immediate  family,  and  there  was  a 
small  cemetery  in  North  Muskham  belonging  to  the  Johnso- 
nian Baptists,  the  land  for  which  had  been  presented  by  Mr. 
John  Re3’noldson,  it  is  most  probable  he  was  buried  there,  but 
the  exact  place  of  his  sepulture  is  unmarked  and  unknown. 


— 35  — 


Following  are  a few  of  the  notices  of  his  death  which 
appear  in  the  local  papers: 


Norfolk  Chronicle,  7 May,  i8oy. 

“On  the  27th  ult.  died  at  Muskham,  near  Newark,  Not- 
tinghamshire, the  Rev.  Samuel  Fisher,  aged  61,  many  years 
pastor  of  the  Baptist  Church  in  St.  Margaret’s  in  this  City 
(Norwich)  and  of  that  in  Ship-lane,  Wisbech, — who  as  a bold 
contender  for  the  faith  instructed  his  fellow  believers  to  fear 
God  and  honor  the  King.” 


Gentleman's  M agazine — London . 

Obituary  of  Remarkable  Persons. 

“ Ajjril  27th,  At  Muskham  near  Newark,  aged  61  the  Rev. 
Samuel  Fisher,  many  years  pastor  of  a Baptist  Congregation 
at  Norwich  and  Wisbech.  As  an  intrepid  defender  of  the 
Sacred  Gospel,  a possessor  of  every  friendly  and  social  virtue, 
he  will  long  be  held  dear  in  the  memory  of  his  acquain- 
tances.” 

—G.  M.  Vol.  73.  May,  1803. 


Norwich  Mercury,  May  7,  1803. 

“On  Wednesday  last  died  at  Muskham  near  Newark, 
Nottinghamshire,  the  Rev.  Samuel  Fisher,  aged  61,  who  was 
many  years  Pastor  of  a Baptist  Congregation  at  Norwich 
and  Wisbech.” 
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A very  tine  portrait  in  oil,  of  Samuel  Fisher — from  life — 
painted  for  Joseph  Gra}-,  Esq.,  of  Norwieh,  is  now  in  posses- 
sion ot 

K.  A.  Dawhakn,  Esq., 

Weirton,  Sideup, 

Kent,  England, 

hy  whose  eourtesy  the  photograph  in  the  frontispieee  appears 
in  this  panqihlet. 


B t b I i 0 9 r a p I]  y 

The  following  list  may  not  be  complete,  bnt  it  is  hoped 
that  not  many  of  Fisher’s  publications,  (which  are  all  scarce), 
have  been  omitted.  It  seemed  best  to  list  them  according  to 
their  principal  location  in  England,  rather  than  chronolog- 
ically. Some  few  have  found  their  way  to  the  United  States 
and  may  be  found  in  the  Libraries  of  Brown  University, 
Providence,  R.  I.,  and  Colgate  University,  Hamilton,  N.  Y. 

The  Title  Pages  display  very  great  variety  of  type,  the 
pamphlets  vary  in  size,  and  coidd  not  be  all  bound  together 
some  being  small  8vo,  some  i2mo. 


-38 


FROM  “bibliotheca  NORFOLCIENSIS, ” 

a Catalogue  of  the  Library  of  Mr.  J.  J.  Colman, 
Carrow  Abbey,  Norwich,  1896. 


FISHER  (Samuel).  The  Doctrine  of  the  Spirit’s  Indwell- 
ing, stated  and  vindicated  in  a Sermon,  preached  in  Norwich, 
December  i,  1765. 

—pp-35‘  3vo.  Norwich:  S.  White,  1766. 

The  Virgin’s  Song  of  Salvation  by  Christ:  A Sermon 

occasioned  Iw  the  much  lamented  Death  of  Mrs.  Susanna 
Wilkin,  the  late  Wife  of  Mr.  Joseph  Wilkin,  of  Norwich,  who 
departed  this  life  Oct.  15,  1770,  in  the  22nd  year  of  her  age. 

— PP-3^-  8 VO.  for  Joseph  Gurney,  London,  177 1- 

{Also  in  Dr,  Angus* s Library ^ London.) 


An  Appeal  to  the  Pidjlic : occasioned  b^"  a late  publica- 
tion, falsely  intitled,  A Friendly  Epistle  to  Neighbour  Samuel 
Fisher,  an  Inhabitant  of  the  City  of  Norwich,  by  Timothy 
Harmless. 

— pp.  2.7.  8vo.  G.  Keith  and  M.  Gurney,  London,  177J- 

Scripture  Evidence  in  favour  of  a Separate  State  con- 
sidered : with  Preliminary  Observations  respecting  the 

consequence  of  the  first  offence,  the  present  state  of  mankind : 
the  mortality  of  the  human  soul,  etc. 

—pp.  40.  8 VO.  Norwich:  J.  Crouse,  1781. 

{Also  in  Dr.  Angus* s Library ^ London.) 

Unity  and  Equality  in  the  Kingdom  of  God  stated  and 

demonstrated  from  the  plain  testimony  of  the  Holy  Spirit  in 
the  Scriptures;  with  a succinct  A'iew  of  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Resurrection,  and  final  state  of  Saints,  Sinners  and  Innocents. 
A Sermon  delivered  in  St.  Margaret’s  Chapel,  Norwich,  Dec. 
the  Thirty-first,  I7P7. 

—pp.  40.  8vo.  Norwich:  Stevenson  and  Matchett,  1798. 
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DR.  Angus’s  library, 
in  Regent’s  Park  College,  London. 


The  True  State  of  the  Briti.sh  Nation ; or  the  danger  and 

duty  of  a sinful  people:  Being  the  substance  of  a Sermon 
preached  at  the  Lord’s  day  evening  Lecture,  in  St.  Mary’s, 
Norwich,  August  gth,  1 767. 

—pp.  JO.  Norwich  : Richard  BcatiiiP'c,  176J. 


The  Christian  Warfare:  or  the  Character  of  a Gospel 

Alinister;  represented  in  a Sermon,  occasioned  by  the  death 
of  Mr.  John  Johnson,  of  Liverpool:  as  delivered  in  St. 
Margaret’s  Chapel,  Norwich,  April  loth,  1791. 

— pp.  41.  Liverpool : H.  Hodgson,  1791  ■ 


The  Duty  of  Stdijects  to  the  Civil  Magistrate;  Recom- 
mended and  Enforced  on  Scripture  principles:  being  the 

substance  of  A Sermon  delivered  in  Ship -Lane  Chapel, 
Wisbech,  February  28th,  1794. 

— Wisbech:  John  White. 


The  Good  Shepherd ; or  the  true  character  of  the  Son  of 

God,  stated  and  vindicated  in  two  discourses,  as  delivered  in 
Ship-Lane  Chapel,  Wisbech,  September  14,  1794- 

—pp.  iv.,  72.  Wisbech  : John  White,  1796. 


Conjugal  and  Parental  Duties,  stated  and  enforced  in  A 

Sermon  delivered  in  the  Baptist  Meeting  House,  Ship-Lane, 
Wisbech,  February  14th,  1802. 

— Wisbech  : John  White,  1802. 
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PUBLIC  LIBRARY,  LIVERPOOL. 


Original  Letters  written  by  the  late  Mr.  John  Johnson, 

of  Liverpool,  in  two  Volumes,  to  which  is  prefixed,  a suceinct 
account  of  his  Life  and  writings,  by  the  Editor. 

— 2 Vn]s.  Crouse,  Stevenson  and  Matchett,  Norwich. 

Sold  also  by  IL.  Robinson,  Liverpool,  iJqO. 
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JOHNSONIANISM. 

Johnsonians — the  followers  of  Mr.  John  Johnson  for  many 
years  a Baptist  Minister  in  Liverpool  in  the  i8th  Century. 
He  held  that  faith  is  not  a duty  whieh  God  requires  of  man, 
but  a Graee — which  cannot  be  required  of  any  created  being. 
The  want  of  faith  is  not  a sin,  but  a mere  nonentity.  The 
principle  of  faith  then  was  regarded  as  a work  not  wrought 
by  man,  but  the  operation  of  God,  and  hence  it  is  not  the  soul 
of  man  which  believes,  but  the  principle  of  grace  within  him. 
He  maintained  that  the  holiness  of  Adam  in  Eden  was  inferior 
to  the  Angels,  and  much  srq^erior  to  that  of  Saints  who  are 
above  the  angels  in  glory.  He  regarded  it  as  not  the  duty  of 
ministers  to  preach  the  law,  or  to  inculcate  moral  duties,  but 
the  Gospel. 

Still  further,  Mr.  Johnson  held  that  the  blessings  of 
spiritual  grace  and  eternal  life  being  assured  in  Christ  prior  to 
the  fall,  were  never  lost  and  consequently  covdd  not  be 
restored.  He  entertained  high  supra  lapsarian  notions  on  the 
Divine  decrees  and  admitted  the  universality  of  the  death  of 
Christ.  On  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  his  followers  seem  to 
have  embraced  the  “Indwelling  Scheme,”  with  Calvinistic 
views  of  Justification  and  the  Atonement. 

— Gardner’s  Faiths  of  the  World,  Vol.  II,  p.  24Q. 
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INDWELLING  SCHEME. 

A liypothesis  of  verj^  great  aiitiquit}^  which  alleged  the 
pre-existence  of  Christ’s  human  soul  in  union  with  the  Deity, 
thus  constituting,  as  some  have  supposed,  the  Logos,  the 
Wisdom  and  power  of  God  by  whom  the  worlds  were  made, 
and  the  whole  dispensation  of  Providence  administered.  The 
Jews  have  ever  asserted  that  the  soul  of  the  Messiah  was 
made  before  all  creatures.  This  opinion  was  strongly  main- 
tained by  Dr.  Thomas  Goodnow  and  Bishop  Fowler,  but 
more  especially  by  Dr.  Isaac  Watts,  in  his  “Glory  of  God  as 
Christ  Man.’’  The  Indwelling  Scheme  seems  to  be  founded 
both  in  name  and  reality  on  Col.  2:  9,  “In  whom  dwellcth 
the  fulness  of  the  Godhead  bodily.’’  It  supposes  the  human 
soul  of  Christ  not  to  have  been  created  at  his  conception  in 
the  womb  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  but  to  have  existed  previous 
to  his  incarnation  in  union  with  the  Godhead. 

— Gardner's  Faiths  of  the  World,  Vol.  II,  p.  iji. 
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Note  to  j)agc  J. 

Respecting  the  education  of  Mr.  Fisher,  it  will  be  noticed 
that  he  left  Nottingham  where  he  evidently  had  been  living, — 
being  a member  of  a Church  there, — to  go  to  Norwich  in  1762. 

It  is  matter  of  history  that  at  Nottingham  man}-  years 
liefore  this  period,  a beginning  had  been  made  looking  toward 
the  establishment  of  an  Academy  for  the  instruction  of  young 
men  for  the  dissenting  ministry.  There  were  several  dissent- 
ing congregations  of  various  denominations  already-  meeting 
in  the  Citv, — some  of  them  supplied  by  educated  men  ejected 
from  the  established  ministr}^  for  their  views;  two  or  three 
such  men  had  given  a large  portion  of  their  time  to  this 
educational  work,  and  it  was  carried  on  for  many  years 
under  various  auspices. 

At  the  time  Mr.  Fisher  was  in  Nottingham,  the  Baptists 
had  as  yet  no  Academy  of  their  own;  some  of  their  young 
men  were  indebted  for  their  education  to  the  Indej)endents, 
but  the  Presbyterian  seats  of  learning  were  chielly  resorted  to 
by  the  candidates  for  their  Ministry  among  the  Baptists. 

It  is  a moral  certainty  that  young  Fisher  in  his  21st  year 
in  1762,  had  received  his  education  and  preparation  for  the 
Ministry  at  one  of  these  schools  in  Nottingham,  though  the 
lack  of  the  records  of  these  institutions  renders  it  impossible 
to  designate  the  precise  one  which  he  attended. 

As  to  the  kind  of  education  received  in  these  schools,  the 
“ Histor}-  of  Dissenters,”  has  this  to  saj':  “The  tutors  having 
received  their  education  at  the  Universities,  and  been  engaged 
in  tuition  in  their  colleges,  naturally  adopted  the  same 
methods  of  instruction,  which  were  used  by  themselves 
before.” 

“Thomas  Seeker,  Arch-Bishop  of  Canterbury,  was  edu- 
cated at  one  of  these  schools;  (though  he  subsequently 
conformed  to  the  Episcopal  rule,  and  reached  the  highest 
dignity  in  the  Church),  he  wrote  a liveh"  and  interesting 
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account  of  the  curriculum  of  these  schools  in  a letter  to  Dr. 
Isaac  Watts,”  in  which  he  praised  the  work  highly  and  it 
certainly'  appears  that  b}’  reason  of  the  fewer  numbers,  the 
men  received  more  individual  attention,  and  many  of  them 
became  famous  as  scholars  in  various  walks  of  life,  not  only 
in  theology,  but  in  science  and  literature. 

One  of  these  Nottingham  schools,  supported  by  the 
‘‘Society  of  Protestant  Dissenters,”  was  finalh'  endowed  and 
permanently  established  in  1788,  which  many  years  later  was 
officially  recognized  and  placed  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Government  Board  of  Education. 


Note  to  pngc  J4. 

‘‘The  old  cemetery  at  North  Muskham  is  in  a very  bad 
state.  Tlie  gateway  has  been  broken  and  it  is  open  day  and 
night  for  anyone  to  go  in.  The  buildings  inside  have  been 
broken  to  pieces  and  the  woodwork  taken  away.  No  one 
claims  the  jilace.  The  last  funeral  there  was  about  twenty- 
seven  years  ago.  One  of  the  vaidts  has  been  smashed  in.  I 
found  there  two  small  houses,  each  having  fire-places,  and  an 
open  excavation  between  the  two,  wdth  steps  leading  down 
into  it.  I was  told  this  \vas  a baptistry ; the  two  small 
buildings  were  rooms,  one  for  ladies,  the  other  for  gentlemen, 
and  the  place  in  centre  was  iised  for  immersion.  Friends 
\vere  taken  out  from  the  Newark  Church  to  be  baptised  there. 
It  is  a most  strange  custom,  (being  in  a cemetery),  and  hard 
to  explain.  This  old  Cemetery  is  known  as  the  Johnsonian 
Baptist  Cemetery,  situated  in  Crabb  Lane,  North  Muskham.” 
— Rev.  Ernest  W.  Godfrey,  Newark,  Sept.,  igii. 
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